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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communication filed on may 9, 2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 6, 8-12, 27-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bergman (US 5,686,885) in view of Di Santo et al. (US 6,430,691). 

Regarding claim 1, Bergman discloses a hone interface device (fig. 2, ref. 
56) comprising: a receiver to receive a wireless signal from a control panel that 
receives signals from at least two sensors and that determines whether to send 
an alarm report to phone interface device, wherein the wireless signal from the 
control panel encodes information regarding a sensor event monitored by a 
monitoring station (fig. 2; col. 4, lines 1-23); a power supply comprising a 
telephone line (col. 10, lines 60-63). 

Bergman discloses every feature of the claimed invention but fails to 
explicitly disclose a phone port to connect to a telephone line and to receive 
configuration data from the monitoring station, wherein the phone-interface 
device including the receiver and the phone port is a device separate than the 
control panel that receives the signals from the at least two sensors. 
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However, Di Santo discloses a phone port (phone port 80) (col. 3, line 3) 
to connect to a telephone line (line 70) (fig. 1 , ref. 70) and to receive 
configuration data from the monitoring station (computer 40), wherein the phone- 
interface device 160 including the receiver (receiver inherently included in the 
phone interface 160) (fig. 2), and the phone port is a device separate than the 
control panel that receives the signals from the at least two sensors (fig. 1 -fig. 2; 
col. 3, lines 1-18). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Di Santo's phone port in 
Bergman. Doing so would modify Bergman's system with Di Santo's phone port 
to alert means for notification of a central station quickly or efficiently in case a 
fire or any event that could endanger people safety thereby ensuring the security 
of the users as taught by Di Santo (col. 1 , lines 13-50). 

Regarding claims 2, 3, 6, Bergman discloses a memory (inherently 
included in the system controller 14) to contain data received from the control 
panel (central station 37) (col. 4, lines 10-23). 

Regarding claim 8, Bergman a phone interface device (fig. 2) comprising: 
the monitoring station monitors a sensor event based on signals generated by a 
sensor (abstract); a transmitter 36 configured to send the configuration data via a 
wireless signal to control panel ,wherein the control panel is configured to receive 
the signals from the sensor and the phone interface including the transmitter (fig. 
2); a power supply comprising a telephone line (col. 10, lines 60-63). 
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Bergman discloses every feature of the claimed invention but fails to 
explicitly disclose a phone port configured to connect to a telephone line and to 
receive configuration data from a monitoring station; the phone port is a device 
separate than the control panel that receives the signals from the sensor. 

However, Di Santo discloses a phone port configured to connect to a 
telephone line and to receive configuration data from a monitoring station (fig. 1- 
fig. 2; the phone port is a device separate than the control panel that receives the 
signals from the sensor (fig. 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Di Santo's phone port in 
Bergman. Doing so would modify Bergman's system with Di Santo's phone port 
to alert means for notification of a central station quickly or efficiently in case a 
fire or any event that could endanger people safety as taught by Di Santo (col. 1 , 
lines 12-50). 

Regarding claim 9, Bergman discloses a memory (inherently included in 
the system controller 14) to contain data received from the control panel (central 
station 37) (col. 4, lines 10-23). 

Regarding claim 10, Bergman and Di Santo disclose all the limitations in 
claim 8 and Di Santo further a control panel while the phone port is on hook (col. 
3, lines 65-66). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Di Santo 
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in Bergman. Doing so would secure a better communication as taught by Di 
Santo (col. 4, lines 1-13). 

Regarding claim 11, Bergman and Di Santo disclose all the limitations in 
claim 8 and Di Santo further discloses a control panel while the phone port is off 
hook (col. 3, line 66). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of 
Di Santo in Bergman in order to secure a better communication as taught by Di 
Santo (col. 4, lines 1-13). 

Regarding claim 12, Bergman and Di Santo disclose all the limitations in 
claim 8 and Di Santo further teaches the phone port is to call a designated device 
to report success or failure of transmission of the configuration data (permit direct 
communication) (col. 3, lines 1-12). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the 
teaching of Di Santo in Bergman in order to ensure a better communication as 
taught by Di Santo (col. 4, lines 1-13). 

Regarding claims 27, 30, Bergman discloses power supply further 
comprises a battery (fig. 1, ref. 30). 

Regarding claims 28, 31, Bergman discloses the power supply is supplied 
to the phone interface through the phone line and a battery (fig. 1). 

Regarding claims 29, 32, Bergman discloses phone interface power is 
different from a power supply of the control panel (col. 4, lines 64-67; col. 5, 19- 
28). 
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3. Claims 4-5, 7, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bergman in view of Di Santo and further in view of Rubbmark et al. (US 6,012,105). 

Regarding claims 4, 7, Bergman and Di Santo discloses all the limitations 
in claim 1 but fail to explicitly disclose a first data rate between the phone 
interface device and the control panel is too slow to accommodate a second data 
rate between the phone interface and the monitoring station. 

However, Rubbmark discloses the control panel is too slow to 
accommodate a second data rate between the phone interface device and the 
monitoring station (col. 6, lines 6-34). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching Rubbmark' s slow 
transfer rate in Bergman and Di Santo. Doing so would modify Bergman and Di 
Santo's system in Rubbmark's slow transfer rate in order to prevent interference 
in the system thereby increasing the system performance for economical 
purposes as taught by Rubbmark (col. 2, lines 1-15). 

Regarding claim 5, Bergman discloses the controller is to buffer the data 
in the memory (inherently included in the system controller 14) in anticipation of 
the memory station requesting the data (col. 4, lines 10-23). 
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4. Claims 13-16, 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bergman in view of Di Santo as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of 
McClure (US 5,923,731). 

Regarding claim 13, Bergman and Di Santo disclose all the limitations in 
claim 8 but fail to explicitly disclose the configuration data is tones, said 
transmitter configured to relay the tones to the control panel via the wireless 
signal. 

However, McClure discloses a phone port to receive tones from a 
telephone (this circuit allows for the reception of DTMF tones from the telephone 
line via a handset through jack J4 31) (col. 5, lines 61-65); a transmitter to relay 
the tones to a control panel via a wireless signal (DTMF transceivers are 
converted tones for transmission to the alarm company) (col. 5, lines 60-67, col. 
6, lines 1-15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of McClure in 
Bergman and Di Santo. Doing so would alert means for notification of a central 
station quickly or efficiently in case a fire or any event that could endanger 
people safety as taught by McClure (abstract). 

Regarding claim 14, Bergman and Di Santo disclose all the limitations in 
claim 8 but fail to explicitly disclose the tones are DTMF tones. 

However, McClure discloses the tones are DTMF tones (col. 5, lines 61- 

63). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of McClure in 
Bergman and Di Santo. Doing so would alert means for notification of a central 
station quickly or efficiently in case a fire or any event that could endanger 
people safety as taught by McClure (abstract). 

Regarding claim 15, the above combination discloses all the limitations in 
claim 8 and Di Santo further teaches the telephone and the telephone part are on 
the same premises (fig. 1). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of 
Di Santo in Bergman. Doing so would alert means for notification of a central 
station quickly or efficiently in case a fire or any event that could endanger 
people safety as taught by Di Santo (col. 1, lines 12-49). 

Regarding claim 16, the above combination discloses all the limitations in 
claim 8 and Di Santo further teaches the telephone is off-premises from the 
phone-interface device (col. 3, lines 65-67). Therefore, Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Di Santo in Bergman. Doing so would alert means for 
notification of a central station quickly or efficiently in case a fire or any event that 
could endanger people safety as taught by Di Santo (col. 1, lines 12-49). 

Regarding claim 18, Bergman and Di Santo disclose all the limitations in 
claim 8 but fail to explicitly disclose the sensor senses a trouble condition at the 
phone-interface device. 
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However, McClure teaches a sensor to sense a trouble condition at the 
phone interface device (a detector detects circumstances such as cut telephone 
lines and off-hook condition) (col. 2, lines 51-55). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of McClure in 
Bergman and Di Santo. Doing so would alert means for notification of a central 
station quickly or efficiently in case a fire or any event that could endanger 
people safety as taught by McClure (abstract). 

Regarding claim 19, Bergman and Di Santo disclose all the limitations in 
claim 8 but fail to explicitly disclose the trouble condition comprises at least one 
of phone removal, cover removal, removal from mounting, low battery and power 
supply trouble. 

However, McClure teaches the trouble condition comprises phone line 
removal (cut telephone lines) (col. 2, line 52). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of McClure in Bergman 
and Di Santo. Doing so would alert means for notification of a central station 
quickly or efficiently in case a fire or any event that could endanger people safety 
as taught by McClure (abstract). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16, 18-19, 27-37 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 33-37 are allowed. 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: In combination with all the limitations in the claim, the prior arts fail to disclose 
or make obvious: the phone interface device is not fast enough to keep up with the data 
transfer rate of the data to be transmitted from the phone port, then the data is 
transferred from the memory to the phone port at a data transfer approximately equal to 
the data transfer rate of the phone port; if the wireless link is fast enough to keep up 
with the data transfer rate of the data to be transmitted from the phone port, the data is 
transferred real time from the control panel to the phone port at the data transfer rate of 
the data to be transmitted from the phone port; transmit and receive a provisional alarm 
upon activation of the entry sensor. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Lebowitz et al. (US 6,075,451) discloses a RF cellular technology network 
transmission system for remote monitoring equipment. 

Ladha etal. (US 5,517,547) discloses an alarm panel cellular telephone backup. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Previl whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2971. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. The examiner can 
also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached on (571) 272-2981. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 273 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Daniel Previl 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2636 
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October 5, 2005. 



